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I kx Conrmissioncr Copps. 

As :I co,nsuiiier of him:rdc,ast television. electronics. and computcr products. 1 urge the E'edc~-al 
C'~~tiumiinicatioris Conimission to \ute against the adoption o f a  "1madc:lst [lug:." 1 am gravel!. 
w i i c c m c d  that a l>ro:idcast tlag, rcgulation \v~i i Id  restrict the way 1 enio), television. 

I'lie ciisitiil telc\.isroii transition relies on convinciiig consumers of the kmt i t s  of switching to a d  
1iiih.i iig digital telc\.isioii cquiptncnt. 'l'lrat ti-ansition will lx Car m x e  platahlc  to tire as a colisttlrict- 

i I's~v~tchiiig doesii't iiie:iii discai-ding my cxi sting lionre nchvorh buying new Iiigh-~-esoltdion 
displays. at id  finding room hi- yet another dcvicc in  my living mom. Plc:lsc do not allow the 
MI'AA and its allies t o  Iliiidcr the transition by m:ikins LIS buy spcial-purpose IITV devices ilint 
arc iiiorc cxpeiisi\.c and Icss \:nluahle. 

111 addition. I am \ ct-! colicel-lied :11xiiit tlic I>ii--tisc implications ol'tlie h r i d c a s t  Lhg. With today's 
t c c l i i i ~ ~ l o g ~ ~ .  I c:in he iiiore h i i  a passive recipient of coiltent -- I can iiiodili.. create. and 
rxii~ticipatc. 1 cat1 t-ccoi-d'TV to c\,atcliletei-; clipa sinall piece ofTV and splice it into a home 
iiic\\.ic: send air cmnil clip of my child's football game to a distant wlative: or record a 'IV proa Tall1 
<)iito :I 1)VI) arid play it :it my kicnd's apartiiieirt. The hi-oadcast llag seems designed to r-emm:c this 
ci i i i t t -o l  m d  tlcxibilitythnt 1 enjoy. 

I t ' t l i c  move to Jigi1:il television docs not make the public's viewing experience titore ctijoyhlc. 
Ilcxihlc, : t i i d  exciting. wlnt compelling reason do I have as a constinier t o  hu:, new digital 
cquip~~ie~it '?  A pi-ctliet-'I'V pich11.e is ltardly enough rcasoir for iric to dispense \vitli all iny curreill 
c o ~ i s ~ i ~ i r c ~  electronics a i d  computer ccpipmeiit. As a citizen and coiisiiiiicr of hr~~adcast telcvi s i o n  I 
~ i r g c  \'OII to proinotc the digital tiansition by opposing Ihe broadcast flag. 

Siirccrel!. 

Vcl~llon 'l'L>nlresen 
5ZfI9 Tiiscawilla 1 h  
Spriiig Hill. 1'1. 34607 
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Tuesday. Octobpr 21 2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Wjshington DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps. 

As J consumer of broadcast television. electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
CommunicatiOnS Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag " I a i r  gravely concerned that 
i i  hioadcast flag regulation woiild restrict the way I enpy television 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays. and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
bv making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable 

1 1  addition. I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag With today's 
techni:ilogy. I can be more than a passive recipient of content - -  I can modify. create, and participate I can 
record TV to watch later clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie. send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative, or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy 

I+ the mave to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable. flexible. and 
exciting what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
i)Icttire is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics ana computer 
eq:iipment As  a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposina the broadcast flag 

Sincerely 

Scott Gwatkin 
58C Mencel Circle 
Bridgeport CT 06610 
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r i m d a y ,  Ortober 21 7003 

Commissioner Michael J .  Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

V I A  FACSIMILE 

Dcar Commissioner Copps, 

A s  a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission t o  vote against the  adoption of  a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
t h a t  a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of  the benefits o f  switching to  and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition wi l l  be far more palatable t o  me as a coiisunier if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet  another device in my living room. Please do not allow the M P A A  and i t s  allies t o  hinder the 
transition by making L I S  buy special-purpose DTV devices tha t  are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. Wi th  today's 
teclinology, I can be more than a passive recipient o f  content - -  I can modify, create, and participate. I 
can record TV t o  watch later; c l ip a small piece of  TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email c l ip 
o f  my child's football game t o  a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at  my 
fr iends apartment. The broadcast f lag seems designed t o  remove this control and f lexibi l i ty  that  I enjoy. 

I f  the move t o  digital television does not make the  public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, 
and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to  buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture i s  hardly enough reason for me to  dispense w i th  a l l  my current consumer electronics and 
computer equipment. A s  a cit izen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you t o  promote the digital 
transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Melissa Stouffer 
2400 N 11 1 t h  Street # I ,  Wauwatosa 
Mihaukee. WI 53226 
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' l ' l IC\d. l \ .  oct<>tx1 21 2003 

C<wimissioirer Michael J. Copps 
445 12th Strcct. N W  
L\':ishington. DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILL 

I k t r  C'onrtiiissioncr Copps. 

h s  a constinier o f  broadcast television. electronics. and computer producls, I urge the Federal 
C'~~rnrn t~ t l l c :~ t io~ is  Commission to vote against the adoption o f a  "broadcast Ilag." 1 ani gnlvely 
concciiled that :I bm:idcast flag rcgulntion would i.ccstrict the way I enioy television. 

' 1 ' 1 1 ~  iligitcll television transitioii relics 011 coiiviiiciiig consunlet-s oftlie lxnelits 01' switching t o  aiid 
lxi\ , i i i :  disital television cquipmcnt. '1'1iat tr:insition will lx: far more pal:it:il~lc to iiic as :I coiistiirict- 
i I ' S I V I  tching, doesn't n i c m  discaidiiig, ni?. existing honic network buying nc\v high-resol tition 
disp1:iys. and IitiJiiig rooin fhr yet  anotlici. device i n  my living mom Plcasc do not :illow the 
MI'AA and ils allies I C I  Iiinder the transition hy nr:ihing tis buy spcial-purpose IY1V devices th:rl 
:tte nioic emcnsi\.c anti less \,aluahle. 

I I I  :iddiliwi. I ani \ ery concerned about the fair-use iniplications ofthe bmoacicasl 1135. With toclay's 
icchnology. I can he 11ioi.e than a passive recipient of content -- I can modily, crcatc, and 
part ici lutc. I can i-ecmd TV lo watch Iatci-; clip a sinal1 piece ofTV and splice it into a hwie 
nio\ ic: send an einail clip of my child's football game to :i distant relative: or I-ccot-d a TV prog~tnr 
o~ i to  :I DV1> and play it at niy friend's apartment. Tl ie  hi-oadcast tlag seems dcsigned to I-enrove this 
W I I I I O I  and flexibility that I enjoy. 

I l ' l l i c  move io digit:il television docs not make the public's viewing experience nioi-c enjoyable. 
Ilexihlc. and exciting. wliai compelling reason dlo I have as a consumer to buy new digital 
cqii i [inrent'! A prettier TV pichire is hardly eiiough reason for me to dIspiisc with all m y  curt-ent 
consittrier electl-oiiics and computer cquipmeiit. As a citizen and constinier ot'lroadcast tclci~isic~n. I 
i iyc  \ 'un to pi-oniote the digital 1r:insition by opposing the broadcast tlug. 

Si  ticercl\.. 

Scut1 Aldingcr 
120 I'atton A\e.  
Pinc I3cacli. NJ OX741 
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Tiirsday, October 21 2003 

Commissioner Michael J .  Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washinpton, DC 20554 

V I A  FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consuiiier of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Cuinmunications Commission t o  vote against t he  adoption of  a "broadcast flag." I a m  gravely concerned 
t h a t  a broadcast flag regulation would restr ict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers o f  t he  benefits o f  switching t o  and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition wi l l  be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switcliing 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device i n  my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and i t s  aliies to  hinder the 
transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices tha t  are more expensive and less valuable. 

111 addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications o f  the broadcast flag. Wi th  today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient o f  content ~~ I can modify, create, and participate. I 
ran  record TV t o  watch la ter ;  cl ip a small piece of TV and splice it in to  a home movie; send an einail c l ip  
of my child's footbal l  game t o  a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it a t  my 
fr iends apartment. The broadcast f lag seems designed t o  remove this control and f lex ib i l i ty  that  I enjoy. 

I f  the move to digital television does not make the  public's viewing experience more enjoyable, f lexible, 
and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consiiiner t o  buy new diqital equipment? A prett ier TV 
picture i s  hardly enouqli reason for me to dispense w i th  a l l  my current consumer electronics and 
coinpiiter equipment. A s  a cit izen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you t o  promote the digital 
t iaiisit ion by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely. 

Ruby Cichocki 
386 Clradwick Cir 
Henderson, NV 89014 
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Tuesday, October 2 1  2003 

Commissioner Michael J ,  Copps 
445  12th Street, NW 
Wasliitigtoti, DC 20554 

V I A  FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge tl ie Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television 

Tlre digital television tratisitioti relies 011 cotiviticing cotisutners of t l ie benefits of switcliitig to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a cotisumer if switching 
doesti't mean discarding my existing l iome network, buying tiew high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do tiot allow t l ie MPAA and its allies to  hinder the transitioti 
by making us buy special-purpose D l V  devices that are more expensive and less valuable, 

111 addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
tecliirology, I can be more than a passive recipient o f  content -~ I can modify, create, and participate. I c a n  
record lV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice i t  into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
cliild's football game to  a distant relative; or record a lV program onto a DVD and play it a t  my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to  remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

I f  t l ie move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
excititig, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to  buy tiew digital equipment? A prettier lV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to  dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you t o  promote the digital transitioti by 
oppositiq the broadcast flag. 

Siticerely, 

Katlilene L.  Wliitmore 
224 Albemarle Street 
Kocliester, NY 14613 



Tuesday October 21  2003 

Cornmissioner Michael J Copps 
445 12tn Street NW 
Vddstiington DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Ds3r Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics. and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned that 
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to  and buying 
oigital television equipment That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
aoesn'! mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
hv making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable 

In adiiition I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag With today's 
technology. I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create and participate I can 
rzcord TV to watch later, clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie. send an email clip of my 
ctiild's football game to a distant relative, or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's 
apartment The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy 

If ti le move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable. flexible, arid 
exciting what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television. I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag 

Siriserely 

Alex Bowlinq . 
?343 A St 
Forest Grove OR 57116 
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C'oiiim i ssi onel. Mi c l i d  I . C'npps 
,I'l5 12111 Street. NW 
L\':ishington. TIC 20554 

VI/\ I:ACSIMIL.E 

I )C:II- Coniiiiissioncr Copps, 

.A? :I ~ ~ i i ~ i i n i e i -  of hi-oaJcust television electronics. and computer products. I urge the Federal 
C'~~iiituiinicati~ins Commission to vote against the adoption o fa  "broadcnst 11ag." I ani g~-nvcl?. 
c~> i icc r i ied  tli:it a broadcast flag rcgii1:ition \vould restrict the way I enlo!. tclc\,ision. 

l'lic clisitnl tele\.ision transition 1-elies on convinciiig coiisiiniet-s of tlic bcnelits of switching to and 
hu>.iii? ciisital tclc\.ision eyuipmcnt. That transition will b e  h i -  more pa1:itablc to nie as 21 coiisiiniet 
i I '  s\vitchiny docsn't mean discarding m y  existing home nelworlj buvi ng new high-resolution 
displ:i\ s. aiid linding room for yci another dcvicc i n  my living main. Plcasc cio not allow the 
MI'AA and its allies to Iiinder the trclnsilion by niaking us buy spccial-piit-posc LI'I'V dcviccs thal 
x c  niorc expeiisi\.c and less ~ a l u a h l e .  

111 xldition. I ani \'ci-\' coiicerned abciiit the liir-iisc iniplications ot'tlic bro:idcxt I lq.  Willi ~OL!LI\'S 

t c c l i ~ i ~ i l c ~ p .  I c:ni tx niorc tlim a passive recipient ol'content - I can modify, create. and 
p:irticipatc. I cni i  Iccord'I'V to watch later: clip a small  piece ol'TV and splice it into a home 
nio\,ic: send aii e n i d  clip of my cldd's football game to a distant relative: or  record a TV progr:im 
onto ;I I)VI) and play i t  at my fiiend's apt-lmcnt. 'l'he broadcast flag seems desigiied to remove this 
c~iiitIoI nnd tlcxilility that I enjoy. 

I l ' t l i c  niwe to digiti1 tclc\ision does not make the public's viewing experience iiiorc cnjoyahle. 
Ilc\ihlc. :md exiling. wlut compAling reason do I have as a consumel- to hiiy nc\v digital 
cquipiiieiit'? A prcttiei-'lV piclure is IiardIy enough reason for me to Jislxiise \\,ith all m y  ciiri~ent 
coiisiiniei- electronics and coniputer equipment. As a citizcn and consumer. ol'hroadcast IelevisiolL I 
i i r ~ c  >.ou to promote tlic digital transition by opposing the broxlcast flag. 

SI ricerel>, 

I.oiiis I>iMeglio 
4.3~374 Mclliii <.'I 
, \dilitirm VA 20147 
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Tuesday, October 21 2003 

Commissioner Michael J .  Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

V I A  FACSIMILE 

Dear Cornmissioner Copps, 

As a coiisiimer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Coliiiiiunications Commission t o  vote against the adoption o f  a "broadcast flag." I am yravely concerned 
that a broadcast fla9 regulation would restr ict the way I enjoy television. 

I lie digital television transition relies on convincing consumers o f  t he  benefits o f  switching to  and buying 
di2ital television equipment. That transition w i l l  be far more palatable t o  me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for ye t  another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and i t s  allies to  hinder the 
transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices tha t  are more expensive and less valuable. 

111 addition, I ani very concerned about the fair-use implications o f  the broadcast flag. Wi th  today's 
trchnology, I can be more than a passive recipient o f  content ~~ I can modify, create, and participate. I 
can record TV t o  watch later; cl ip a small piece o f  TV and splice it in to  a home movie; send an email c l ip  
of my child's footbal l  game t o  a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a U V U  and play it a t  my 
fr iends apartment. The broadcast f lag seems designed t o  remove this control and f lex ib i l i ty  that  I enjoy. 

I f  the iiiove t o  digital television does not make the  public's viewing experience more enjoyable, f lexible, 
diid exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to  buy new digital equipment? A prett ier TV 
picture i s  hardly enougli reason for me to dispense w i th  a l l  my current consumer electronics and 
computer equipment. A s  a cit izen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you t o  promote the digital 
transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincereiy. 

H i l l  Nienaber 
1036 Maryland Ave S., S t .  Louis Park 
Minneapolis, MN 55426 
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October 21, 2003 

Commlssloner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communicatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Inlashlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a p o k y  would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adop!lon of On/ 

4 robust competltlve market for consumer electronlcs must be footed In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-reception equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technoioglsts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly rellect what consumers llke me 
actually want. and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonallty 

I f  the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment I wIII not pay more for devlces that llmlt m y  rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon. Thank you for your tlme 

sincerely 

Herbem Schaltegger 
7111 Rllbrey Drive 
Muflreesboro. TN 37128 
USA 
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Tuesday, October  2 1  2003 

(:omti i issioner Michael 1. Copps 
445 1 2 t h  Street,  NW 
Washington, DC 20554  

VIA FACSIMILE 

de ai^ Coinrn iss io i ie i~  Copps, 

As a coi isi imei. o f  bi-oadcast television, electronics, a n d  c o m p u t e r  products, I u r g e  t h e  Fedei-al 
Corr i r r i I i i i icat io i is  Cornrnissioi i  t o  vo te  against  t h e  adopt ion  of  a "broadcast  f lag . "  I am gravely  
concei-t ied t h a t  a bi-oadcast f lag i-egulat ion wo i i l d  iresti-ict t h e  w a y  I e n j o y  te levis ion.  

The  d ig i ta l  te levis ion t rans i t i on  rel ies on convinc ing c o n s u m e r s  o f  t h e  benef i t s  of sw i tch ing  t o  
a i i d  buy ing  digi ta l  te levis ion e q u i p m e n t .  T h a t  t rans i t ion wi l l  be  far  m o r e  pa la tab le  t o  m e  as a 
c o n s u m e r  i f  sw i tch ing  doesn ' t  m e a n  discarding m y  exist ing h o m e  network ,  buy ing n e w  h igh -  
iresolut ion displays, a n d  f ind ing  r o o m  f o r  y e t  a n o t h e r  dev ice in m y  l iv ing I-oom. Please d o  r iot 
al low t h e  MPAA a n d  i ts all ies t o  h inder  t h e  t rans i t ion by  m a k i n g  u s  b u y  specia l -purpose D N  
devices t h a t  ai-e mole expensive and less va luab le .  

111 addi t ion,  I a m  ve ry  concerned a b o u t  t h e  fai i--use impl icat ions of t h e  broadcast  f lag. Wi t l i  
today's technology,  I can be  m o r e  t h a n  a passive I-ecipient o f  con ten t  ~~ I can mod i fy ,  ci.eate, 
a i i d  pa r t i c i pa te .  I can reco rd  TV t o  w a t c h  latei-; cl ip a sma l l  piece o f T V  a n d  spl ice it i n to  a 
i i o i n e  mov ie ;  send an ema i l  cl ip o f  my ch i l d ' s foo tba l l  g a m e  to  a d is ta i i t  re lat ive;  or  record  a 
TV p i ~ o g r a i n  on to  a DVD a n d  play it a t  m y  fi- ieiid's a p a l t m e n t .  The  bi-oadcast f lag seems 
designed to r e m o v e  th i s  con t ro l  and f lex ib i l i ty  t h a t  I e n j o y .  

If t h e  m o v e  t o  d ig i ta l  te levis ion does  n o t  m a k e  t h e  publ ic 's v iewing  exper ience m o r e  
ei i joyable, f lexible,  a i i d  exci t ing,  w h a t  coinpel l ing ireason do I h a v e  a s  a co i i sumer  t o  buy n e w  
digi ta l  equ ipment7  A pi-et t ier  TV pictti i-e is ha rd l y  e n o u g h  ireason foi- me t o  d ispense w i t l i  a l l  m y  
ctitmeiit consumei-  elect i-onics a n d  cornputel-  equ ipmen t .  As a cit izen and consumel.  of 
thoadcast te levis ion,  I u r g e  you t o  p r o m o t e  t h e  digi ta l  t rans i t ion by  opposing t h e  bi-oadcast 
f laq.  

Siiicei,ely, 

Wi l l iam Selig 
39 Ki rk land S t ree t  
Cambridge, MA 0 2 1 3 8  
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October 21, 2003 

Commlssloner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad lor Innovatlon. consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV 

4 robust. competltlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
cugtomers Allowlng movie studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment will enable the studlos to tell technologlsrs 
what new products they can create Thls wlli result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers like me 
actually want, and It could result in me being charged more money lor inlerlor functlonailty 

if the FCC Issues a broadcast llag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devices that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your time. 

Slncerely 

Rob Henerey 
R 1  Pearl St 
Holyake, MA 01040 
USA 
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Commissionci- Miclincl .I. Copps 

Washington. I IC  20554 
- L I S  12th Stwet. NU' 

V I A  I .4CSIMII.I 

I )c:ir C:oniiiiissiloncr Copps, 

As a consumer of bi-oaclcast television, electronics, and computer products. I nrgc the Fcdcl-al 
C.'omm~i~~catioiis Conimission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast llag." I am g~.avcl! 
concc i i ied that a bivadcast Llag regulation would rcstrict the way I enjoy telei,isioii. 

'I'lic ilig,it:il television tiansition relies on convinciiig coiisuniers of the lxnclits of switcliing to :id 
hu\.ing digital tclcvision cqnipmcnt. 'lhat transition will be far inme plat : ih le t o  nie as a consttinct 
I I 's\vikl i ing doesn'l m e a n  discarding m y  existing home network buying n c u  high-rcsoliition 
iiispl:iys. :ind lintiing room for  yet :inother- dcvicc i n  iiiv living room Plc:rsc do trot allowtlic 
MI'AA and its allies to hinder the transition by making us buy special-purpose IYI'V devices that 
ate mwe espensi\.e and less valuable. 

III x1ditit)n. I :mi \ ~c i ->~c~ ince r i i ed  about {lie liiii--iisc implications ol'tlic Iiwadcast llag. With tdav 'b  
t c c l i ~ ~ ~ i l ~ i p .  I can tic nime t h a n  a passive I-ecipient ol'content -- 1 can iiiodii!,. create. and 
~p':ii~licipntc. 1 can rccord 'TV to  watch later; clip a sn~: i l l  piece of TV and splicc it into a homc 
iiiovie: send an em:iil clip of my child's foothill game to a Jistmt relative; 01- record a TV pn>gi-nm 
i ~ n t o  :I IIVII and play it at m y  friend's apartnient. 'The broadcast flag seems designed to rcinovc this 
conttol and Ilexibilip that I enjoy. 

Il'tlrc niovc Lo digital television docs not make thc piiblic's viewing experience more enjoyable. 
llcxililc. and exciting. \vImt conipclling rcason do I have as a consumer to hi>, new digihl 
cqtiipmcnt'? A prctticr TV picture is 1iardIy enough i.eason for me to dispense with all my ciittctit 
coiissinict- clcctronics and cotlipliter equipment. As a citizen and consnnicr of broadcast tclevisioiL I 
~ i t y  !.art to p ~ m i o t e  the digital transition by opposing the broadcast llag. 

Si I IC c 1.c I\, .  
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Tuesday, Octobel- 21  2003 

Commiss ioner  Michael  1. Copps 
4 4 5  1 2 t h  Street,  N W  
Wasl i inqton,  DC 2 0 5 5 4  

VIA FACSIMILE 

Deai- Commissionel-  Copps, 

As a consurnel. o f  broadcast  television, electronics, a n d  c o m p u t e r  pi-oducts, I u r g e  t h e  Federa l  
C o m m u n i c a t i o n s  Commiss ion  t o  v o t e  against  t h e  adopt ion  of  a "bi-oadcast f lag."  I am gravely  
concerned t h a t  a broadcast  f lag tregulation woi i ld  irestrict t h e  w a y  I e n j o y  te levis ion.  

The  d ig i ta l  te levis ion t rans i t i on  irelies on  convinc ing c o n s u m e r s  o f  t h e  benef i t s  o f  sw i tch ing  t o  
at id buy ing d ig i ta l  te levis ion e q u i p m e n t .  Tha t  t i -ansi t ion wi l l  be far  mole pa la tab le  t o  m e  as a 
c o n s u m e r  if sw i tch ing  doesn ' t  m e a n  discarding my exist ing h o m e  network ,  buy ing n e w  t i ig l i -  
i resolut ion displays, a n d  f ind ing  r o o m  fo r  y e t  a n o t h e r  dev ice in m y  l iv ing r o o m .  Please d o  no t  
al low t h e  MPAA a n d  i ts all ies t o  h inder  t h e  t rans i t ion by m a k i n g  u s  b u y  specia l -purpose D W  
devices t h a t  ai-e m o r e  expens ive  a n d  lessva luab le .  

111 addi t ion,  I a n i  ve ry  concerned abou t  t h e  fa i rvuse impl icat ions of  t h e  broadcast  f lag.  W i th  
today 's  technology,  I can be m o r e  t h a n  a passive recipient o f  con ten t  ~~ I can mod i fy ,  c rea te ,  
a i d  pai. t icipate. I can I - e c o r d l V  t o  w a t c h  latei-; cl ip a smal l  piece o f n l  a n d  spl ice it i n to  a 
l iotrie mov ie ;  send an ema i l  cl ip o f  m y  ch i l d ' s foo tba l l  g a m e  t o  a d is tan t  relat ive;  or  record  a 
TV pi-ogt-ani on to  a DVD a n d  play it a t  m y  fi-ietid's apa r tmen t .  The  bi-oadcast f lag seems 
designed t o  r e m o v e  th i s  con t ro l  a n d  f lex ib i l i ty  t h a t  I e n j o y .  

I f  t l i e  m o v e  t o  d ig i ta l  te levis ion does  n o t  m a k e  t h e  pub l i c ' sv iew ing  exper ience mol-e 
en loyab lc ,  f lexible, a n d  exci t ing,  w h a t  compel l ing  i-eason do I h a v e  a s  a c o n s u m e r  t o  buy n e w  
digi ta l  e q u i p m e n t ?  A pret t ie i -  nl pictui-e is hai-dly e n o u g h  reason  foi- m e  t o  d ispense w i t h  a l l  m y  
cutwelit CotisLinier electronics a n d  c o m p u t e r  equ ipmen t .  As a cit izen and c o n s u m e r  o f  
bi-oadcast television, I Lirge you t o  p r o m o t e  t h e  digi ta l  t rans i t ion by  opposing t h e  broadcast 
f l ag .  

Siiicei-ely, 

Fi-ancis Koch 
41 Spr ing  Hill Road 
Vit ieyai-d Haven,  MA 0 2 5 6 8  



Tuesday October 21  2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps 

As J consumer of broadcast television. electronics. and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag " 1 am gravely concerned that 
3 broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment That transition will he far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays. and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that ale more expensive and less valuable 

1 1  addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content ~- I can modify. create, and participate I can 
Icco id TV to watch later clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie, send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative. or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's 
apartment The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If ttie move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable. flexible, and 
exciting. what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all rny current consumer electronics and computer 
ecluipment As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television. I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
(:ipl:osing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Chris Vickroy 
203 Stonewall Dr 
League City. TX 77573 



Tuesday, October 2 1  2003 

Commissioner Michael 1. Copps 
445 17th Street, NW 
Wasliitrqlon, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television 

The digital television transition relies 011 convincing consumers o f  the benefits of switching to  and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to  me a s  a consumer if switcliiiig 
doesti't meati discarding my existing l iome network, buying iiew high-resolutioti displays, and finding room 
for y e t  another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and i ts allies to  hinder the transition 
Iby making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about t l ie fair-use implicatiotis of the broadcast flag. With today's 
tecliiiology, I c a n  be more than a passive recipient of content - -  I c a n  modify, create, and participate. I c a n  
record T V  to watcli later; clip a small piece of lV and splice it into a liome movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football game to  a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD a n d  play i t  a t  my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to  remove tliis control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If t l ie move to digital television does no t  make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, atid 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to  buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is liardly enough reason for me to dispense with al l  my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
oppositig the broadcast f lag. 

Sincerely, 

Allen Stitt 
12055 Kirkbrook Dr. 
S,iratoga, CA 95070 



Tuesday, October 21 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
445 17th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

V I A  FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a coirsumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against t he  adoption of  a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restr ict the way I enjoy television. 

Tlie digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching t o  and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition w i l l  be far more palatable to  me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't iirean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
tor yet aiiother device i n  my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and i t s  allies to  hinder the 
transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices tha t  are more expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. Wi th  today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content ~~ I can modify, create, and participate. I 
can record TV t o  watch later; cl ip a small piece of  TV and splice it in to  a home movie; send a n  email cl ip 
of my child's football game t o  a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play i t  a t  my 
friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to  remove this control and f lexibi l i ty that  I enjoy. 

I f  t l ip move to  digital television does not make the public's viewing experience iirore enjoyable. flexible, 
and exciting. what compelling reason do I have as a consumer t o  buy new digital equipment? A prett ier TV 
Ipictiire i s  hardly enough reason for me t o  dispense with al l  my current consumer electronics and 
coiriputer equipment. As a cit izen and consumer of  broadcast television, I urge you t o  promote the digital 
transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Fled G .  Martin 
15Y5 Main S t  
Concord. M A  01742 


